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Topic 1: A i£ew analysis of the testimony of 

Charles Givens* 

WCT3 ; Till.? section is written under 
che assumption that the read at is familial* 
with Sylvia Meager* s discussion of 
Charles Givens testimony in the Texas 
Observer (August 13, 1971) and A cccgy- 
c rie s Afjor the Fact , 



On April S f 1964, Charles Givens* an employee at the Texa..* School 

t 

Boole Depository, testified before Warren Commission Council David Bolin* 
In suiUiiiaryy ho stated that at 11:45 ho and others who were working on 
the sixth- f cor of the T3BD quit work and raced downstairs via the 
elevators to oat lunch* After reaching the first floor, Givens dis- 
covered that ho had loft Iris cigarette® in liis jacket cn the sixth 
floor* He then returned to the sixth floor taking the east elevator 
to got his jacket at 11:35- While he was cn the sixth floor* he clas/teo 1 
that he saw Lee Harvey Oswald 0 

Givens story suffers from the anachronism that earlier in his 
testimony he said that ha hung his jacket up on the first floor when 
ho arrived at works 

Mr* Bolin : Where did you go when you got to work? 

.W£ 1? Givens: I went in a little lunchroom that we 

havo downstairs,. 



£fc° B* -lift* 1^» that wiiat you call the dotainc rooui 
lie* Givms: Ye3* sir* 



&C* Bel in i You carry your lunch with you? 

&K<> CJLvon&i Yea, sir* 



Hr * Bo?. in: You put your lunch there? 



Mr 



Givegtsa i 



. y&i«y 



sir 



n 



day? 



Did you ever wear a jacket to work that 



&£« & txffAflJ I ./cru a raincoat, I believe. It was 
misting that morning,, % 

Bo Lin : Did you hang your coat up in that row } 

too? 

JiU:o Gixs»£: Yes, sir, (62» 3^7) 

Givens never explained why he put on hiss raincoat/ jacket latter 

in the morning raid took it up to the sixth .floor* 

If this sepas baffling consider Givens subsequent actions: 

According to his story, Givens, while an the sixth floor., picks 

up his jacket and tokos It downstairs, 

&£« Givens t . ..and I took the elevator back up- 
stair* to got uy jacket i/ith my cigarettes in it* ( Cl! 549 ) 



it;, J BcjULu : Did you glance orcund when you got 

off the elevator, do you revaeciberV 

Mr- Gkg&aff ? Wall, no, sir. I just walked off and 
turned cad went right over there picked my jacket up 
arc started hack. {612 333) 

After getting hia jacket, Givens goes outside to eat his bag- 
lunch; (‘.II 351 ) only to return bade to the building to get his coat 
again ; 



iir. jG, I vans s So I goes bade over to the parking lot and 
wait until 1 see Junior* 

Hr- DijaId 8 Is that Jarman? 

Hr® &ljg£- VA.i Yes. They wore on their my home, and I 
said, ll I , d better go back. and get my hat and coat. 1 * So I 
started over there to pick up my hat and coat, and Officer 
flaws on sew me and he called Lie and asked mo gy aau-e 
Charles Givens, and -X .said, n yes. u (&I 335) 

Unless Givens had an uncommon practice of &zs£ii$ two coats, hia 
subsequent actions are baffling. After hanging up his jacket cn the 



first floor when lie arrives in the morning, his jacket somehow/ ends 
up on the sixth floor. Givens then brings his jaciret downstairs and 
goes directly outside only to re-enter the building for the express 
purpose of getting his jacket again* Givens actions only moke sense 
if the 11:55 sixth floor visit is ©rased. 

Both Givens and Billy Lovolady worked on t.b© sixth floor o Both 
iren raced dc./n in the elevators together after knocking off work* 

(6H 352) hove Indy went to got a cok^ (6H 35^) and immediately re- 
turned to the first floor where he S3M Bill She fly: 

I 

Mr. Lovelady: 7W T s on second floor} so I started go- 

ing to the domino room where I generally w^nt to sit down 
and cat and nobody was there and 1 happened to look cn the 
outside and Mr. Shelly i/os standing there with Mrs* Sarah 
Stanton. (6H 35o) 

s5fc//y luid scon Oswald in the lunchrocsn before he went outside. 
(6H 3o5) Love lady 3cw Shelly outside-, hence Shell}- had to have seen 
Oswald right after the boys raced downs t airs — or during the time 
Giveri3 said ho rettu-ned upstairs. So Oswald had already descended 
the stairs p«d could not have been on the sixth floor* 



Topic £:i A New View of the Murder of Officer J. D. Tippet. 



In September, 1964, George and Patricia Nash uncovered a new 

witness to the Tippit affair and its aftermath* Frank Wright ran to 

the door of hie apartment in time to see Tippit fall. He said he 

saw a man with a long coat escape in a parked car: 

I looked around to see what ha happened. I knew 
There bad boon a shooting. I savr a man standing 
in front of tho car. Ho was looking toward the 
man cn the ground. He stood there a while and 
looked at the man. I couldn't cell who the 3 iaxi 
wan cn the ground. The >aan who was standing in 
front of hiiii was about medium height. He had on 
a long coot. It ended above his hands. I didn't 



see any guri* Uq ran around on the passenger 
side of the police car* Ho ran an &*t as 
he could go and he got into his c ar 0 His 
car '.as a grey, little old coupe* It w&a 
about a 1950-1951* maybe a Plymouth*. It 
va^fi grey car a parked cn thr* camo aido of 
the street 03 the police oar* but beyond it 
from rao* It v/as heading away fren me* lie 
got in that car and he dxovo away as quick 
as you could see* He drove down 10th Street 
axmy from aie* I don't know how far he drove* 

After ho got into the middle of the next 
block between Patton aud Cratri'ord, I didn't 
look at him anymore* ( The Mew Loader , October 
12, 1964, p* 7-B) 

Iusaediatoly after the sho nting 9 Mrs* Wright called the tele- 
phone operator and told her to send em ambulance to 501 East 15th 
Street, the address of the Wright's* Despite the fact that the 
he pitnl records show that ar emergency unit van dispatched to 
501 East 10th Street, no Coro isoion statement W 3 over token from 
the Wrights* 

Surprisingly enough, Wright *s testimony has collaboration* 
Domingo Denevides , who was driving ids pick up truiJk on Tenth 
Street at the time of the murder, ducked down and nteered his 
truck into the curb during The Tippit shooting* When he popped his 
head up he noticed that a cu\c which had driven up just before the 
shooting had hurridiy loft after the shota„ 

Mr ? Eelln j ^nyth ing else? 

X think there was another car 
that wa3 in front of oie, a red ford, I believe. I 
didn’t lencw the nan, but I guess he wg 3 about 25 or 
30 , and he pulled oyer. 1 didn’t never see him get 
out of his car, but g/hen ho heard the scare, I guess 
he was about six cans from them, end he pulled over, 
find I don’t know if he camo back or notv (fc 453) 

Benavides placed the car in the same position Wright did, 

thus providing varific&f<<ra for Wright’s observations * 

Attorney Mark Lane uncovered another witness to the whole 



affair.. .ilequilia Clemons* She saw two it&x near the police car 
momenta before Tippet wan sh» to A ft .or •‘.he hooting 7 she saw one 
nan vave to the other ss tho two 2 -an o: : in different ciioct.ionSo 
(Lane* 19>~1$4) ' 

The TjL^trl I^rgori A gycuaa«5 ' rue tlon 

For the first time, a rccomiiruciJ *»a cf this Tippc^bRirder can 
to nado 5 taking into account not only i 10 throe best eyewitnesses 
to the crinu; two of which were iouored by the tlarion CosaiissioEU 
but the ballistics evidence. 

Tho testimony of 1 cquil.la C lei sens y Fro viz 'frigl: c and Doming o 
Donevidon f 1 : : s together *» If one as~ailont ran aro t pd Tippet *3 car 
in order to reach, the getaway car* as right testified, it would 
eppeaiVi r:; Krs„ Clanons stated that bot i cten ran ir different 
ai recti orm * 

Benoridt*^ rtavor really .-.aw tho whole shooting because as soon 
as ho pull " h! )iia moving pick up truck e/or to the t urb he n ducked 
doim K (&i 447-443) - thi& would explain his failure to notice tho 
second man * However a when th»^ shooting ended Bunevides noted that 
the car, which was in tho sam e position as Wright placed itybad lefty 
col lab orn tien. for Wright’s testimony* One assailant laves in tho 
car* the oifcc :* takes off on footo 
Phy rjj cal a viaence 

Tho bell is tics evidence left at the scene of IJbto Tippet murder 
boar out this reconstruct! on a Fou>- bullets (X7U 2?l) and four shells 
{17H 267 ' vole recovered frott the Tippet murder, J’our bullet® were* 
g iven to tho Dallas Police by the autopsy doctors* (1711 4Xp; Jill 4?4) 
However f the Dallas Police only allowed the F3I to ccramitxo one miasle 
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(Cojtuission Eadiibii C02) on the day after the ruu rdor# and this bullet 
was so badly mutilated that there weren’t stuff latent individual micro- 
scopic cfcaract eristics for identification purposes 9 0 (17H 26 3 ) 

A quarter of a* year later* the Dallas Police banded the other 
three bullet3 over to tho FBI* FBI firearms identif i cat ions expert- 
Cortland Cunningham examined the Tippet bullets for the Warren Cora- 
miBsiono His testimony reinforces the possibility of two assailents; 

Re® Cunn inqhsjpn Wqll t it is my understanding the 
first bullet was turned over to the 7BI office in Dallas 
by the Dallas Police Department* They reportedly said 
th* s was the only bullet that was recovered* or that th^y 
had., Later « at the request of this Cocnaiasion* we wont 
back to the Dallas Police Department and found in thoir 
files that they acutally had throe other bullets* 

.3 iso nburs;. New* were $eou able to determine 

whether those bullets have bees* fired in thi® weapon? 

Hr,, Cuswiiiah&iii: No$ I was not* 

Mr » Eiaenbiirfi: Can y^v explain why? 

- j.ua 1’es* *aju : irs - o... cii *. CateJi,;i£,Aon 

Exhibit No* 602 was too mutilated* There wore not sufficient 
microscopic marks remaining on the surface of this bullet* 
due to the mutilation., to determine whether or not it 
had been fired from this weapon* 

However* Conmdssian Exhibits 603* 604* and 605 do 
boar microscopic roarks for comparison purposes t but it 
was not possible from an exawinat ion and comparison of 
those bullets to determine whether or aot tiiey had been fired 
- these bullets themselves - had boon fired £rcm one weapon 
or if they had boon filed fren Oswald * 3 revolver • (3 N *17*1-5) 

Cunningham was unable t.o do ter nine whether or not one weapon 
fired all the Tipp.it bullets* a cone lU3 lea which takes added sig- 
nificance whan wo consider another piece of ballistic evidence: 

Three of the four bullets recovered from Tippit*u body wore man- 
ufactured*by V inches tor-Uostor^, (3H 473) but only two shells found 
at the scene of tbn crime were manufactured by that cemp&nyo (311 465) 
Ona Remington -Pet ers bullet was recovered from Tippit's body* <3H 475) 
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yyt two shells of that rrj^uf&cture wero found at the ncene c£ the crime* 

(3tt 465) 

The possibility that fcve persons wore involved is enhanced by 
the shells os a diJjCorout laamifactura which wore Brunei at the scene, 
cf the crime* I suggest that five eskoto wore fir;jd with one tening tea- 
pot or y bullet sii5i3ir.fi Tippit j The missile to bullet wrus never 

located but the shell v/aa found. Meanwhile vhen orso of the killers 
ejected the spent cartridges -from hie gun, erne of .ho shells (t/in- 

chester-Westera) was never fouiid* Two assailants tcing ammunition 

t 

of a different, incaiufacturo. 

Although I do not luIJy believe the Tippifc theory v I have just 
propounded, I include it in this memo for the edification of th* 
render n 

Topic 3 s Oi;?/r.Id J 3 Rolo 

Leo Harvey Osvalu was framed by those v;ho executed the murdir 
of John ?. Kennedy* They did ^c> in order tc avoid heinc captured 
themselves. Although I believe Oswald viars involved in tic a/scasaic- 
.at ion* it appears conclusively from the evideaca thivfc he did not tn'se 
port in any of the actual violence on koveiubcr 22* 

On November 22* Oswald entered the Depository through the back 
door (CB 377) j This t*na not an unusual act for him since b.o nor.nr.l ly 
used tjvj hack door tc outer the building* (63 3D‘S 3 

It i.s icy belief that Oswald was in the lunchroon duriu; the shoot- 
ing* The Smily-Baker incident and tho testimony of iddie Piper* 

William Shelly and Carol ya Arnold do much to up O&fcnld'c claim 

(4 II 224) that ho was in tho lunchroom duriuj iha shooting. Tks last 



known person to leave the lunchroom u r ac /vs. Robert Reid who l\?t to 



watch the motorcade at i 2 : 30 : 



Mr* Eoi In : All rights Do you know about vliat time 

it tog that yoii loft the lunchroom ? was it 12* 12 : 13 ? 

Mrso Reid: I think around . 12 : 30 t somewhere along 

in th ore* <3li ~ -71) 

Mr* Bciin: Were you the last person in the lunchroom? 

Mrs* Reid: } I could not a&y that* (38 272) 

I believe thfc.t Oswald was ic the luncliroom for a very good 
reason© He was tho look-out wan for the Depository assassin© In 

order to avoid being seen in the TSBD it would Ii&ve been necessary 

for soraeoru: to malco «uro "the coast ±3 clear 11 for the assassin to 
enter and leave the building.. The lunchroom is located by tka back 
stairs , and it waff Qtfwr*ld*s job to £*xsak the gun is&n up the buck baeff 
stairs before tbo shooting and to sneak him out the bach door after- 
wards*. 

Since Oswald was a part of the conspiracy, the assassin 1 s doubt- 
less had some soi*i of access to his home in Irving* QowaJ.d did not 
consent to being framed (there would have boon no reason to a, 3 k hl/a 
to bc» the scapegoat) and he want to the theater because he was told 
to meet someone there* 

Topic 4t The blanket in the Paine Garage j 

Vhen th«a blanket Oswald allegedly kept, the gun in «as found * 
ike outlines oC the object which was kopt in it vara visable* FBI agent 
Paul Stcmbaugh esa&ined i* r o distinct creases which ware caused by the 
object when it was wrapped in the blanket © Critics of the Rcpoi-t have- 
mentioned the fact that ono of the folds was 10 inches long and that: 
the long 'Hit dbj&ct cn tho rifle was tho scope (11 inches long) which 
wms too long to have caused the fold© 
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Stombaugh also found another fold Sja the blanket , one 1 oca tod 
at the base end which was seven inches long* (4H 57) To ay memory 
no critic has taken issue with this second fold,. When the rifle 
is placed in tho blanket, q\\g finds that this fold could have only 
been caused by one of tho ends of tho gun* The longest end, the 
butt end is only 4 Y: inches kng. ( 2211 480) 

Topic 5: The Giordcnollo Beciciscn and its 

relevance to Lee Haivcy Oswald. 



In 19585 f^ve years before the assassination , the U. S. Supreme 
Court banded down tho Giordenello decision. 

Before relating the significance of the Giordenello decision to 
Lee Ilarvoy Oswald* I a 3 k you to read the relevant parts of Justice 
Harlan 5 s opinion which is typed below. 

G!Ca02NI^ELLC v* UNITED STATES 
357 U,S. 430, 78 S.Ct. 1245, 2 L.Ed 2 d 1503 (1953) 

Agent Finley of the Federal Bureau of Narcotics 
obtained a warrant for the arrest of petitioner from 
tho United States CoacsissiouGr in Houston* Texas, on 
January 26, 1956* This warrant, issued under Rules 
3 and 4 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure 
o * * was based on a written complaint, sworn to by 
Finley, which read in port: 

"The undersigned complainant (Finley) being 
duly sworn states: That on or about Jan- 

uary 26 , 1956, at Houston, Texas In the 
Southern District of Tqxos, Vo to Giordcnello 
did receive, conceal etc., narcotic drugs 
to-vit: heroin hydrochloride with knowledge 

of unlawful importation 5 in violation of 
Section 1 75, Title 21, United States Code* 

“And the complainant further states 
that he believes tlsfc A B ore 



material witnesses in relat7.cn to this charge* 1 ' 
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Rules 3 £ad 4 wittcn and.v/orn ccmislaint setting 
forth "the essential facts constituting the offense 
charged shoving "that there is probable cause to be- 
lieve that (such) on offense has been ccmmitted and 
that the defendant has cotrsi feted it© The language 
of the fourth Amendment, that r, « * „ no Warrants shall 
issue, but -upon describing,. « * the perse ns or things 
to bo seised," of course applies tc arrest as well as 
search warrants* <, * the inferences fr lm the facts 
which load to the comp la ixit" fl&K be drawn by a neutral 
and detached magistrate instead of being judged by the 
officer engaged in the often competitive onerprise of 
ferreting out crime* n {Johnson v.» United States , 

333 UoSo 10 | l4o) The purpose of the complaint 5 then, 
is to enable the appropriate ®agistrato f her© a Commission- 
er 0 to determine whether the "nrobable cause 11 required 
to support a warrant existsrfdoes not pass master ba- 
f cause it docs not provide any basis for the Commissioner *b 
determination. under Rule 4 that probable cause existed® « D 
it dues not set forth any other sufficient basis upon 
which a finding of probable cause cculd bo made„ We 
think these deficiencies could not be cured by the 
Commission" er reliance upon a presumption that the 
complaint V£us made on the personal knowledge of the 
complaining officer* 

On pages Z 44-246 in the bock Invest i gation of A Homicide by 
Judy Whitson Banner (Andorsnn NaCo* Drains House, 1969) tho official 
complaints charging bee Harvey Oswald with the shootings of Pres- 
ident Kennedy, John J3® Connolly and Officer Tippit appear o In sub- 
stance each complaint simply states that Oswalds l) "did voluntarily 
and with raalace aforothought kill John F • Kennedy by shooting him with 
a guno*' 2) "did voluntarily and with la&laca aforethought kill J* Dc. 

Xippit by shooting bio with a gun." 3) "'did then and there unlawfully 
in and upon John Bo Connelly with esaiaeo aforethought did make an 
assault with the intent than and there to caardor the said John Da COnnelly «" 
The complaints do nothing more than relate the act Oswald allegedly 
committed o Since they do not provide any basis upon which a Commissioner* s 
determination of probable cause couldJbQ based they are unconstitutional* 

As* such, Oswald vms unconstitutionally arresiodo A person unconstitution- 
ally arrested does not have to answer the charges against him in a court 
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of iaw« As such, Oswald's ce.30 could Imvo been thrown out of court 
and ho could not be arrested again for the Kcssaedy-Ccamoily-ariapit 
charges because of double jeopardy. As such, when Oswald vcm shot by 
Jack Ruby the Dallas Police load no legal justification for his custody, 

Topic 6: Two othor points of interest ana a 

comment. 

1. Detective Studebaker testified that the shield of boxes v/as 
stacked only 10 inches frost the S. E. corner window (711 143), 

Since the cftrcdfee is 34.8 inches long (WS 8s) who ever stacked the 
shield of boxes left himself vary little space and as auch some my 
consider the assassins lair a somewhat uncomfortable position. 

2 . The palmprint which Lieutenant Day claims to have lifted from 
tho inside surface of the rifle was described by Day to the 5TJI as 

cui old dry print" (26 H C~l) „ So even if one believes the print is 
genuine it does not prove that Oswald handled tho gun on November 22. 



COMfcKJTs I have written this 2201110 in tho hope that others will 
writ© memo's on whet they have discovered about the 
assassination* Iiitiiout tho free jT 1 ov ox ini'orsnati.cn 
wo will probably never *Mnd out truth*. Vlth the 
free flouVinforvacicr. wo will at least have a chance to 
understand what actually happonod on November 22 T 1963o 



